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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
 
 
STATE OF IDAHO,    ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiff-Respondent,  ) NO. 43262 
      ) 
v.      ) CANYON COUNTY NO.  
           ) CR 2012-10660 
      ) 
DANIEL A. BROWN,   )  
      ) APPELLANT’S BRIEF 
 Defendant-Appellant.  ) 
________________________________ ) 
 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature of the Case 
 
 Daniel A. Brown appeals from the district court’s order relinquishing jurisdiction.  
He contends the district court abused its discretion by relinquishing jurisdiction because 
Mr. Brown’s behavior on his rider did not warrant relinquishment. 
   
Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings 
Mr. Brown and his wife entered his mother’s residence while she was away, and 
stole several items of personal property, including an Xbox and several DVDs.  
(R., pp.9-10; Presentence Investigation Report (“PSI”), p.2.)  Mr. Brown’s mother 
reported the crime to the police, and identified Mr. Brown and his wife as the possible 
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culprits.  (R., pp.9-10; PSI, p.2.)  Mr. Brown admitted to the police that he took the items 
from his mother’s residence, but stated that he intended to return them.  (R., p.10.) 
 A criminal complaint was filed against Mr. Brown charging him with one count of 
burglary.  (R., pp.11-12.)  Mr. Brown waived his preliminary hearing and was bound 
over to district court.  (R., pp. 21-22.)  The State subsequently filed an information 
against Mr. Brown.  (R., pp.23-24.)  Mr. Brown pled guilty to burglary and was 
sentenced to a unified term of five years, with one and one-half years fixed.  (R., pp.31, 
34-35.)  The district court suspended the sentence and placed Mr. Brown on a period of 
probation for three years.  (R., pp.34-35.)  The judgment and conviction was entered on 
October 24, 2012.  (R., pp.36-38.)   
In May 2013, Mr. Brown was found to have violated the terms of his probation, 
and the district court revoked and reinstated probation for a period of three years.  
(R., pp.65-66, 68.)  In November 2014, Mr. Brown was again found to have violated the 
terms of his probation, and the district court revoked and reinstated probation for a 
period of eighteen months.  (R., pp.90-91, 93.)  In January 2015, Mr. Brown was found 
to have violated the terms of his probation for a third time.  (R., pp.109-10.)  The district 
court revoked Mr. Brown’s probation and imposed the original sentence of five years, 
with one and one-half years fixed.  (R. pp.111-12.)  The district court retained 
jurisdiction for 365 days with the recommendation that Mr. Brown be considered for the 
Therapeutic Community rider.  (R. pp.111-12, 113.)  An amended judgment of 
conviction was entered on February 19, 2015.  (R., pp.114-15.) 
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Mr. Brown began a traditional rider in March 2015. (APSI, pp.1-2.)1  On May 7, 
2015, the North Idaho Correctional Institution recommended that the district court 
relinquish jurisdiction.  (APSI, pp.1-2, 9.)  The district court issued an order relinquishing 
jurisdiction over Mr. Brown on May 14, 2015.  (R., p.116.)  The court made its decision 
without a hearing, based on its review of the APSI.  (R., p.116.)  Mr. Brown filed a timely 
notice of appeal from the order relinquishing jurisdiction.2  (R., pp. 123-24.) 
   
ISSUE 
Did the district court abuse its discretion by relinquishing jurisdiction? 
 
ARGUMENT 
The District Court Abused Its Discretion By Relinquishing Jurisdiction 
 
This Court reviews a district court’s decision to relinquish jurisdiction for an abuse 
of discretion.  See State v. Latneau, 154 Idaho 165, 166 (2013); see also I.C. § 19-
2601(4).  The district court abused its discretion by relinquishing jurisdiction over 
Mr. Brown because his behavior during his rider did not warrant relinquishment, and any 
concerns about his behavior should have been addressed in a rider review hearing. 
                                            
1 The addendum to the PSI was not included in the Clerk’s Record.  
Contemporaneously with the filing of this Brief, Mr. Brown is filing a Motion to Augment 
the Record to include as a confidential exhibit a copy of the addendum and a cover 
letter from the North Idaho Correctional Institution, dated May 7, 2014.  Mr. Brown cites 
to the addendum and cover letter collectively as “APSI.” 
2 On the same day he filed his notice of appeal, Mr. Brown also filed a motion to 
reconsider sentence pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35.  (R., pp.118-22.)  The district 
court denied Mr. Brown’s motion noting, inter alia, that Mr. Brown failed to offer any new 
or additional information supporting his motion.  (R., pp.133-36.)  Mr. Brown does not 
challenge this decision on appeal in light of State v. Huffman, 144 Idaho 201, 203 
(2007). 
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Mr. Brown did not receive any formal disciplinary sanctions during his rider.  
(APSI, p.3.)  While his behavior presented some challenges, he followed the written 
rules and understood that, in disciplining him, the staff was “not trying to tear [him] 
down” but was “trying to build [him] up.”  (APSI, pp.3-4.)  Mr. Brown performed well in 
the Career Bridge One program and was working towards obtaining his GED.  (APSI, 
p.5.)  He was “positive and respectful” during writing classes, and “participated actively” 
in math lessons.  (APSI, p.5.)  The APSI reflects that, when asked why he should be 
granted probation, Mr. Brown said:  “I know I can make it successfully.  I just want a 
chance with a new [probation officer].”  (APSI, p.7.)   
In light of his expressed desire to be successful and his positive actions on the 
rider, the district court abused its discretion by relinquishing jurisdiction and, at the least, 
should not have considered the issue of relinquishment without the benefit of a rider 
review hearing. 
CONCLUSION 
Mr. Brown respectfully requests that the Court vacate the district court’s order 
relinquishing jurisdiction, and remand his case with an order that the district court place 
him on probation or conduct a rider review hearing.   
 DATED this 16th day of November, 2015. 
 
      ___________/s/______________ 
      ANDREA W. REYNOLDS 
      Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
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